Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Faeth, Lisa [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=12AF792B39CC4B4FA8089976F3F8859F-LFAETH]

3/29/2018 3:12:31 PM

Askinazi, Valerie [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e0f11a6972234134ae9b2f59a4a26709-Askinazi, V]; Barkas, Jessica
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=808724835d8a457fb0c5333e62b34291-Barkas, lessical; Beck, Nancy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=168ecb5184ac44de952913297f353745-Beck, Nancyl; Bertrand, Charlotte
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f044d768e05842¢1b75321ff6010e1b8-Bertrand, Charlotte]; Blair, Susanna
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6¢c869b985f3d43dh982c18aaabd826bd-Blair, Susal; Blunck, Christopher
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=827cd31fd0484c319e5a2e7511f65461-Blunck, Christopher]; Brown, Sam
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=da0a099605514dbeb3ebab7aaf253de6-Brown, Sam]; Buster, Pamela
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1b0d03c8a52440b72953432870b8928c5-PBuster]; Canavan, Sheila
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8e5453ba7f3d4582a0eff06ed80a5e79-Canavan, Sheilal; Carabalio, Mario
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=07e9d657e48042feadbb7c68f78a023c-Caraballo, Mario]; Carroll, Megan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=882c7705ed3f4d50aba%a7870f9ebbcc-MCarr03]; Cherepy, Andrea
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c52459ab00fd4f0eae85c32cdc9c73dd-ACherepy]; Christian, Myrta
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=207ad12497b04bcf8e80a0024b35a18a-MChris02]; Corado, Ana
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9bb9257919594061b763f306¢2f8be60-ACorado]; Davies, Clive
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6eca39ab66ea413993d7355fd46b1008-Davies, Clive]; DeDora, Caroline
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8e587cd3b59b46f59a369df26390fd9f-Newton, Caroline]; Devito, Steve
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=be78622515bd451e96e948786357fb45-SDevito]; Doa, Maria
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=99e502a905374b0b890dbob22e18d92e-MDoa02]; Drewes, Scott
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1107458a6d814a61ab24b605aff2c7ba-Drewes, Scott]; Dunton, Chery!
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2ffa0e71e87448cc9fd86bal379ea93a-Dunton, Cheryl]; Ebzery, Joan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5729928cba7e4025bbdcd3504c791095-IEbzery]; Edelstein, Rebecca
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9549e6e2f43e4a3c88cc3beadf7220f5-Rebecca L Edelstein]; Edmonds, Marc
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ed31dcc62754411aae5e1be96ed01f1d-MEdmonds]; Eglsaer, Kristie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=5365adeab9a4f3397bdc735dafedc32-Friesenhahn, Kristie]; Elwood, Holly
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fc14ca33efe94036a4b406c9951eb70a-HElwood]; Farquharson, Chenise
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6b240335ch7b41d79%edb4ef922386a23-Farquharson, Chenisel;
Fehrenbacher, Cathy [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=369151285d0143bba4f6fb3f9991e583-CFehrenb]; Feustel, Ingrid
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group {(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=Feustel, Ingrid]; Frank,
Donald [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ede4e3e063144b1da75b5ef2b4d1f800-Dfrank03]; Gibson, Hugh
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8e63bc30e77f4cfe8a7636cd926faf94-Hgibson]; Gimlin, Peter
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=060960590fc242daa65c8532e11da375-Pgimlin]; Gorder, Chris
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=36f179fec0d1415881a7ca%d924d2f22-CGORDER]; Gordon, Brittney
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=bbaa06ff76ce4f1fb9c75df41¢350372-Gordon, Brittney]; Grant, Brian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ec6104b72cab42ba%bleldat7d4288ae-Grant, Brian]; Gray, Shawna
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=bfalbf931d974750a8db6345742c5abc-Gray, Shawnal; Groeneveld, Thomas
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0cea7bd5d8bada8ch97852f4695d8e28-Groeneveld, Thomas]; Guthrie,
Christina [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=921669a0369f4172b7b71f7d4dddb7df-Guthrie, Christina]; Henry, Tala
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8bfc0ab17a4a43baa8856541¢70622he-THENRY02]; Kapust, Edna
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fbc694a771064c54a3554f5cd8344baf-EKapust]; Kemme, Sara
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8b458e296e4f4cf9aald43baldda7c5hbfc-Kemme, Saral; Koch, Erin
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d5e11973f9c0476ea9784f4b0a932373-EKOCH]; Krasnic, Toni
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f94b31db1dbad7189537584f7f0aaacc-tkrasnic]; Lavoie, Emma
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ac7844f12646c095e¢4e9093a941623-Lavoie, Emmal; Leczynski, Barbara
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f368¢d532514486f94339a3433894029-bleczyns]; Lee, Mari
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=7fad4d3c03fad5da9d33603eabehe7ec-Lee, Mari]; Leopard, Matthew
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0c7e250715234083a7a99796d2543127-Leopard, Matthew]; Liva, Aakruti
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=39285a08436f46e5b8a284c1b5975a15-Shah, Aakruti]; Lobar, Bryan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0299fc8f8c344582bc873a6c26e952fb-Blobar]; Mclean, Kevin
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=869a9152d655420594d8f94a966h8892-KMCLEAN]; Menasche, Claudia
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=76305791bbcadd5ab562de082a59f6ed-Menasche, C]; Moose, Lindsay
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c6999a15b7804a5ebe524ce22518975b-Lindsay Moose]; Morris, Jeff
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=55c34872e6ead40cab78be910aec63321-Morris, leff]; Moss, Kenneth
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=57d0ffce93a041db8f353bf0ela7bdf3-KMoss]; Mottley, Tanya
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=33a000296a364b0dad31fb%aaa34605d-Mottley, Tanya]; Moyer, Adam
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=Moyer, Adam];
Myers, Irina [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d9374ce557ad48e287cf1ch168bdf54e-IMyers]; Myrick, Pamela
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e9cd4d9035d7415287aa5c01748c6ce8-PMyrick]; Nazef, Laura
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=636ab2a61e664d269f88b692f215844h-LNazef]; Ortiz, Julia
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f4ec863cc4f442929103aa37cd7¢328b-0rtiz, Julia]; Owen, Elise
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d7587ab97a1d45e49f8ee2e206d442d0-Owen, Elise]; Parsons, Doug
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b0a745542h2e4fa894e877ccf8b83957-Parsons, Doug]; Passe, Loraine
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=59¢5547714¢c4944aae4161e9fab8al5-LPasse]; Pierce, Alison
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=036313052e20472ca55f7733de62f969-APierce]; Pratt, Johnk
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b102cbf2307d429998da6e2316c3d77 1-jpratt]; Price, Michelle
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=46bc9279863142288be2f5d8¢d951722-MPrice]; Reese, Recie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=19¢2e395917f4916b88713b742b785d3-Reese, Recie]; Reisman, Larry
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=953ac531f17b493eae80610d45de94e3-LReisman]; Rice, Cody
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b05ad5bh706014e958321a2b705cee98d-Rice, Cody]; Richardson, Vickie
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=534ec31299f74ada90cf6cc43beccdel-Richardson, Vickie]; Ross, Philip
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=55d4ef460ed745bdaa975213087b0683-PROSS]; Sadowsky, Don
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1209038134da47c6aabd6ab720347d1b-Sadowsky, Don]; Santacroce, leffrey
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=4df478bd602b4e69a0640cf947b6a593-ISantacr]; Saxton, Dion
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8a53911d17034b56b38e03cacd9e1383-Saxton, Dion]; Scarano, Louis
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=298e8a818eb6426bb5731a202ablacl7-Scarano, Louis]; Scheifele, Hans
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=dd4c2e03967741¢2a8d643869c0681db-HScheife]; Schmit, Ryan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=7077ecbac4914a00ad465398f92bbe78-Schmit, Ryan]; Schweer, Greg
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=4fe412a2024b4f548eeb02e7e931f484-GSchweer]; Selby-Mohamadu, Yvette
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=e968133f11a542498df48c77bf56a4dc-yselbymo]; Seltzer, Mark
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1f81d6fc209b46cc8403097548fc3930-Seltzer, Mark]; Sheehan, Eileen
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1ffdd48790b847309dbeldab8eedca7c-ESHEEHAN]; Sherlock, Scott
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=2c7be251841f4c9491134ad943602c7d-SSherloc]; Simons, Andrew
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=652da36feb75460da864ef6504ae0f42-ASIMONS]; Sirmons, Chandler
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1da7591b2eeh473a84b5a7dd91765d36-CSirmons]; Slotnick, Sue
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b65b50ad816f4dbda51620e911bfc399-Slotnick, Suel; Smith, David G.
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=57f5926352¢440009¢2330938defbcba-Smith, David G.]; Stedeford, Todd
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=813567780f554¢19a41260466a18d3d8-Stedeford, Todd]; Strauss, Linda
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=301660ea0f7845769db2210317516451-Strauss, Linda]; Symmes, Brian
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ab9339d98405486fb7109fedab65b7be-Symmes, Brian]; Thompson, Tony
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1987a3b8c7114957afbe9da7e94a0f59-Thompson, T]; Tierney, Meghan
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d887c9636193446d8f7cf8311e386dba-Tierney, Meghan]; Tillman, Thomas
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d8f1a7d6464c4d2895ad1036b5¢ce0764-Tillman, Thomas]; Tomassoni, Guy
[fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=76001b3ac0754d6785dal7ee2c7cdd65-GTOMASSO]; Tran, Chi
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=49b165fe60b24cb98e13016¢76a29c41-Tran,Sonchi]; Vendinello, Lynn
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=3951cb8019444df48b4d969cdf56f188-Lvendi02]; Wallace, Ryan
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=fb92a9d14cc84b99a9049627ee2b0e48-Wallace, Ryan]; Wheeler, Cindy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=76334d08affb44deal16312fd009f8b05-CWheel02]; Widawsky, David
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f6ecd0fcbebb4a59a34d9d1ee85cc7a5-Widawsky, David]; Williams, Aresia
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=20ab36a527da4c3c9f2fca7cb697399e-AWilli09]; Williams, Bridget
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=723d8647be7d43cc9b3873d1540e84c9-Williams, Bridget]; Williamson, Tracy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1b1209¢cc553b4cbe9a59f3e47dc0al312-Trwillial; Wills, lennifer
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=ca379f4ec8204787ad79dcfdab071c¢12-JWILLS]; Wise, Louise
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=cf7be035dadb45a3a7d45c84c9f4b4a3-LWise]; Wolf, Joel
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=88818c211b5446e1ad11d6c0dcf2a476-Wolf, Joel]; Wright, Tracy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d3a88718327246¢28634f5975d9f0fb5-Tracy Wright]; Yowell, John
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=1ff4baddbf284259b1628696a99b2124-Yowell, Joh]
Subject: News Articles {For EPA Distribution Only)

BNA DAILY ENVIRONMENT REPORT ARTICLES

Chemical Makers Worry Steen New EPA Fees Could Stifle Innovation
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Chemical manufacturers are concerned that hefty new EPA fees to support premarket reviews could stifle innovation
and pose a barrier to bringing new chemicals to market.

INSIDEEPA.COM ARTICLES

EDF Sipnals Mew Chemical-Specitic Poth To Tarset EPA SNURs Under T5CA

The Environmental Defense Fund (EDF) is warning that a draft EPA rule allowing a new use of an existing chemical is
“legally vulnerable,” suggesting a new chemical-specific path for environmentalists to challenge EPA's approval of new
chemical uses under the revised Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA).

GREENWIRE ARTICLES

Pruitt foes buy ad time during Trump's favorite TV shows

Published: Wednesday, March 28, 2018

Environmentalists launched an ad campaign in an attempt to oust U.S. EPA Adminsitrator Scott Pruitt from office.
NationalSierraClub/YouTube

Environmental groups are taking their campaign to force U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt from office to a new
domain: President Trump's television screen.

Ten green organizations have banded together to a launch a new effort aimed at removing Pruitt. The "Boot Pruitt"
campaign begins today with the Sierra Club running television ads on what are considered Trump's favorite morning
shows, Fox News' "Fox & Friends" and MSNBC's "Morning Joe."
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when it comes to the Constitution and rule of law — as well as the EPA chief's penchant for first-class travel. The ads will
air today, tomorrow and Friday.

hitos:/fwww ecenews. net/gresnwire /2018703728 /stories /1080077647

CHEMICAL WATCH ARTICLES

Canada draft assessment: DGEBA and novalac epoxy resins are safe
Substances associated with adverse effects on spleen and skin

28 March 2018 / Canada, Environmental Protection Act, Risk assessment, Sensitisers

A Canadian government assessment has provisionally concluded that four epoxy resins used in paints, coatings and
plastics are not harmful to humans or the environment.

The substances are three diglycidyl ethers of bisphenol A (DGEBA; BADGE) epoxy resins {Cas nos 25036-25-3, 25068-38-6
and 25085-99-8) and a novolac epoxy resin {Cas no 28064-14-4).

They are all polymers, used as intermediates in the manufacture of other substances. This is in petroleum production
processes to prevent corrosion and build-up, and:

e plating agents;

e adhesives and sealants in grout;

e flooring; concrete; and

e |ubricants and lubricants additives.
DGEBA epoxy resins are made by polymerisation of the monomers bisphenol A and epichlorohydrin, via DGEBA.
Novolac epoxy resins are made by the same process to form novalac, followed by epoxidation using epichlorohydrin.

Both types of resin contain highly reactive epoxy groups, associated with potential adverse effects on the spleen, as well
as skin sensitisation. The draft risk assessment identities these effects as the "critical” ones for characterising the risk to
human health.
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The authors say that consumers could be exposed to residual DGEBA as a result of migration into food from food
packaging materials containing DGEBA epoxy resins. But even using a "worst-case scenario” the daily intake would be
low, corresponding to a low overall risk of harm to human health.

The assessment concludes that none of the substances meet any of the criteria set out in section 64 of the Canadian
Environmental Protection Act (Cepa).

Next steps

The government prioritised the substances in a previous round of screening under its Chemicals Management Plan.
Assessments conducted under the plan do not normally include consideration of occupational exposure.

The government has initiated a 60-day public consultation on the draft screening assessment, meaning interested
parties have until 23 May to submit comments.

Further Information:

® Draft sgreening assessment

Survey on REACH restriction for PFASs extended
29 March 2018 / Europe, PFCs, REACH

A survey launched to help develop a restriction proposal under REACH on PFASs (C4-C7) and other fluorinated
substances, has been extended by a month.

The survey, carried out by the Okopol Institute for Ecology and Politics for Germany’s environment agency (UBA), was
due to end this month, but following a number of requests the deadline has been pushed back to 15 April.

The UBA is collecting information on the manufacture and use of short-chain PFASs with the aim of identifying risks to
the environment and/or human health that should be restricted under REACH.

In a paper published in late February in Environmental Sciences Furope, Stephan Brendel from the UBA and others
looked at short-chain perfluoroalkyl acids with a particular eye on environmental concerns and the need for a regulatory
strategy under REACH.

They concluded that "due to an increasing use of short-chain PFASs, an effective regulation is urgently needed. The
concerns do not match the ‘classical’ concerns as defined under REACH, but are not of minor concern.”

Data collection

Included in the agency's data collection is the availability of alternatives to the use of fluorinated compounds and the
socio-economic impacts of any restriction.

The short-chain PFASs under scrutiny are those with chain lengths <7 perfluorinated carbon atoms. They include:
e per- and polyfluorinated carboxylic acids (PFCAs);
e fluorotelomer alcohols (FTOHs);

e fluorotelomer iodides (FTls);
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e fluorotelomer acrylates (FTAs) and fluorotelomer methyl acrylates (FMAs); and

e per- and polyfluorinated sulfonic acids (PFSAs).
Polymeric substances that are generated out of these building blocks are also within the UBA’s scope.
Survey
The objective of the Okopol survey is to increase information on:

¢ manufactured and imported amounts of the respective substance groups;

e manufactured and imported amounts of their potential alternatives;

e the type of uses the substances are applied to; and

e the economic effects that are linked to their use.

Okopol says it is vital that survey respondents provide information on all the use cases they know of. This will, it says,
help "avoid unintended consequences for market actors when a regulatory measure is implemented"”.

Related Articles

e {ermany and Sweden propose restrictions on six PFASs

Further Information:

e Okanol survey sxdension

e PEAST resulptory strate aper

UK starts work on post-Brexit chemicals registration system
29 March 2018 / Substance registration, United Kingdom

The UK government has started work on the delivery of new IT capability, to enable the registration and regulation of
chemical substances placed on the national market.

In a written answer to a question posed by an MP in mid-March, Junior environment minister Therese Coffey said that
so far, the Department of the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) has spent £330,000 on the "Alpha
development phase" of the IT system for the registration of chemical substances.

She added that "no expenditure has been incurred to date on developing IT capability for the regulation of chemical
substances as the initial phases of the project are focused on registration."”

At the end of January the UK's Secretary of State for the Environment authorised spending of £5.8m (€6.64m) for the
system.

The chemicals IT platform is one of six "planned EU Exit readiness activities" being carried out by Defra, for which it has
asked £16m in advance of the EU Withdrawal Bill receiving royal assent — when the Queen formally agrees to make the
bill into an Act of Parliament (law).
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a third of UK-based companies are actively organising or planning to move some of their operations out of the country
because of the regulatory uncertainty.

Chemical Watch is holding its second workshop on post-Brexit options for UK chemicals law in London on 17 April.

Related Articles

e UK puthorises £5.8m for post-Brewit chemical registration 17

e Brexit uncertainty forcing Uk-based firms to act

Further Information:

e Parliament O&4A

e Uhemical Watch Brexit Survey 2018 infographic

Commission comes under fire for 'patronising’ approach to EDCs in EU
NGQOs, scientists participate in public hearing on health impact

29 March 2018 / EDCs, Europe

The European Commission, the EU's executive arm, faced fresh criticism from the European Parliament's environment
committee (Envi) and NGOs at a public hearing about its handling of endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDCs).

At one point in the 22 March proceedings, Envi vice-chair Pavel Poc told Commission representatives "l would really
appreciate if your approach to this was not so self-righteous and patronising”.

The hearing was organised jointly by Envi and the Petitions Committee (Peti}. Speakers included experts from EU and
national regulatory agencies and representatives of academia and NGOs.

It was organised in response to what the Parliament called "a high number" of petitions from citizens expressing concern
over EDCs.

Threat of censure

2016 for its delay in publishing scientific criteria on EDCs. That motion had lapsed after several key MEPs withdrew their
support for it but, Mr Poc warned, the outcome of a similar motion now might be different.

ED_002389_00002194-00009



He said the next time the issue is debated the Commission should consider whether it has done everything it could and
"should have in mind this one simple fact": MEPs could support the motion of censure.

"without delay", after MEPs argued the Commission had exceeded its mandate.

Two months later, in December, the EU’s Standing Committee on Plants, Animals, Food and Feed (SCoPAFF) adopted
revised EDC criteria in December. The proposal is currently undergoing scrutiny by the Council of Ministers and the
European Parliament.

NGO push

During the debate Natacha Cingotti from the Health and Environment Alliance {(HEAL) called for a "coherent EU strategy"
on EDCs addressing a diverse range of product groups, such as cosmetics, toys and food contact materials.

Action is "long overdue" and member states such as Denmark, France and Belgium would take individual measures if the
Commission fails to act decisively, she added.

ClientEarth’s Alice Bernard said the EU is obliged to control EDCs under the 7th Environment Action Plan. She called for
more resources to facilitate effective controls.

However, Peter Korytar, policy officer at the Commission's environment directorate, said EDCs are not "unattended" in
EU legislation. They are included in all chemicals regulations, he said, with specific provisions in some.

He said the Commission will publish a report "in a few weeks" in which it will set priorities for future work on the
substances.

Scientists urge no delay

Scientists at the hearing said decisions should not be deferred on the basis that further research is needed, as enough
tools are available to regulators.

Alberto Mantovani, a professor from the ltalian Health Institute, suggested as the way forward a "mode-of-action driven
approach" to support risk assessment and risk reduction. MoA refers to cellular changes, rather than molecular.

Daniel Dietrich, from the University of Konstanz in Germany, said natural and synthetic EDCs should be considered
together — as the former also cause adverse effects. He gave the examples of sugar and yellow mustard. "it is a matter of
dose and risk," he added.

Olwenn Martin from Brunel University in London disagreed, saying that while individuals can control their sugar intake,
they must depend on policy makers to control chemical substances. She also urged wider free dissemination of more
data on EDCs.

55

Clelia Oziel
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Reporter
Related Articles

e Uommission EDCs censure motion fails as MEPs withdraw signatures

e Furopesn Parllament rejects EDC criteria

e FLl pesticides committes adopts revised EDC criterin

Further Information:

e Envipress release

Sweden advocates developing microplastic restrictions at EU level
29 March 2018 / Microplastics, Sweden

A Swedish investigation into whether further national restrictions on microplastics in cosmetics and other chemical
products are needed concluded that such action would be better carried out at EU level in the first instance.

Sweden's chemical agency Kemi, which carried out the research, says "the work being done at EU level on restriction
proposals could result in reliable decision material and clear and harmonised rules and regulations which would also be
cost-effective”.

The investigation follows the Swedish government's decision in February to ban microplastics with a cleansing,
exfoliating or polishing effect in rinse-off cosmetics products.

With the ban already planned, the government asked Kemi in 2017 to look at the occurrence of microplastics in certain
cosmetics products that are not covered by the prohibition.

The agency says its assessment is based on "striking a balance between environmental concerns and the consequences
of a national restriction.

"Our assessment has also taken account of the uncertain level of knowledge we have about microplastics.”

Defining microplastics as solid plastic particles smaller than 5mm in any dimension and insoluble in water, Kemi
identified polymers and waxes that might be microplastics in both cosmetics and chemical products. However, it says it
does not have "sufficient material at present to assess with certainty which polymers ought to be designated as
microplastics ..." Itis therefore difficult, it says, to identify existing alternatives or replacements that can be developed.

Kemi estimates that between 0.2 and 4.4 tonnes of microplastics per year are emitted to the water environment from
cosmetics products that are sold in Sweden.

Agency intentions
In the report Kemi says it plans to:

e participate in the development of restriction proposals on intentionally added microplastics in products at EU-
level;
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e act to encourage the EU Commission to consider the possibilities of introducing requirements on registration
and evaluation in REACH for polymers;

e act to encourage voluntary measures to be taken in the sectors responsible for detergents and cosmetics;
e participate in work on microplastics standardisation;

e work to improve knowledge of microplastics in products through its ongoing mapping of hazardous substances;
and

e act to improve coordination and dissemination of knowledge about plastic nanoparticles through the Swedish
National Platform for Nanosafety.

The agency says it is committed to promoting greater knowledge on the part of researchers, public authorities and
companies, especially regarding occurrence and properties of the smallest types that are used in products.

It also plans to speak with relevant industries to this end and to encourage the replacement of microplastics on a
voluntary basis, such as in the cosmetics sector.

Sweden proposed the broadening of its ban on nicrobeads in rinse-off cosmetics to all products that release them last

year.

Related Articles

e Sweden adopis microbeads ban in rinse-off cosmetics

e Sweden considering wider restrictions on microplastics

Further Information:

e Report {in Swedish with English summarny}

US EPA to unveil 'secret science’ details in coming weeks

Public consultation to be sought for transparency dialogue

29 March 2018 / TSCA, United States

The US EPA is preparing to make a formal announcement and solicit public feedback on its forthcoming ‘secret science'
policy changes within the next month.

Last week, news surfaced that the EPA was planning to unveil a ngw policy that would block it from using studies that
are not publicly available as the basis for its regulatory decisions.
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NGOs immediately raised the alarm that this change could "radically limit" the types of science used to develop public
health and environmental protective policies.

The EPA press office has not responded to multiple requests for further details on what this change will include. But a
source close to the issue told Chemical Watch this week that a more formal rollout will come in the next few weeks.

The initiative will entail a process for gathering ideas and information from interested stakeholders to begin a dialogue
around the way the agency assesses science, according to the source. The goal will be to ensure that there is increased
transparency in how the EPA evaluates the science underlying its regulatory decisions.

It was not immediately clear if this would take the form of a formal rulemaking or not.

Initial reports had indicated that the EPA's science policy would "mirror" the HOMEST Act — a bill passed by the House a
year ago, but which has not gained traction in the Senate. That bill calls for the science used by the agency to be
“transparent and reproducible”.

But Chemical Watch has been told that while the stalled legislation and the EPA's evaluation of how it looks at scientific
studies are rooted in similar concerns, the latter may not be exactly in line with the former.

Nevertheless, concern at the new approach continues to swirl. Earlier this week former EPA administrator Gina
McCarthy and former acting assistant administrator Janet McCabe wrote in the New York Times that the public should
"[not] be fooled by this talk of transparency”.

"[Administrator Pruitt, pictured] and some conservative members of Congress are setting up a nonexistent problem in
order to prevent the EPA from using the best available science,” they said.

Kelly Franklin

Editor, North America
Related Articles

e T5CA could be undercut by 'secret sclence’ requirements

e Mouse passes US FPA science fransnarency bill

Further Information:

o NYT opinion

e HOMEST Act

e EPA news release

Automotive groups defend lead-acid batteries in California
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Stakeholders call for SCP programme to focus on "greatest impact” products

29 March 2018 / Metals, United States

The automotive industry is pushing back on California’s interest in evaluating lead-acid batteries under the Safer
Consumer Products (SCP) programme.

Lead-acid batteries are one of seven product categories named in the Department of Toxic Substance Control’s 2018-
2020 draft priovity products work plan. These represent the candidates from which the DTSC may select 'priority

products'. Once a product-chemical combination is designated, manufacturers must either undertake an alternatives
analysis or phase out the substance’s use.

The most frequent form of lead-acid batteries are 12-volt car batteries. The work plan additionally names, among
others, ‘small, sealed forms’, including those used in consumer electronics, and batteries used for mobility, such as in
scooters, golf carts and forklifts.

And while the products may contain three SCP candidate chemicals — lead, arsenic and sulfuric acid — industry groups are
protesting their inclusion in the draft plan.

The Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers — a coalition including major manufacturers like Mitsubishi, Volkswagen,
General Motors and Volvo — said the product has "minimal potential for exposure"” when in use.

And while there have been issues with the recycling of these batteries in the past (see box), it said, the "targeting of the
entire automotive battery supply chain for the past mistakes of an individual ‘bad actor’ does not represent a science-
based, data-driven approach to remedy any outstanding concerns associated with the product".

If the primary concerns exists with recycling and manufacture, it added, "these can be better addressed via other
regulatory mechanisms".

Mema, the Motor & Equipment Manufacturers Association, which represents more than 1,000 companies who
manufacture motor vehicle systems and component parts, said that lead-acid batteries do not meet the two primary
criteria for a priority product listing. Namely, that there is:

e potential exposure to the chemical in the product; and
e potential that exposures contribute to or cause significant or widespread adverse impacts.

A priority product listing, it said "should be reserved for products that have the greatest impact on benefiting human
health or the environment, provides the SCP programme the best chance of success, and is a legitimate use of DTC’s
resources and the resources of the industry that manufactures the product.”
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The Green Chemistry Alliance — a broad coalition incorporating more than a dozen major trade groups — cited lead acid

batteries as an example where the work plan would conflict with state or federal regulatory programmes. "Every aspect
of the product life-cycle is already highly regulated at both the state and federal levels," said the group.

"The department should [not] attempt to conflict with, duplicate the activities of other regulatory agencies or supersede
the regulatory authority of other agencies — whether or not they’'ve taken action to date on particular aspects of the full
life cycle of products and chemicals."”

Safer alternatives?

But ZincFive — a manufacturer of nickel-zinc based energy storage products — said that lead has been successfully
removed from such applications as paint and gasoline, and that "viable, lead-free alternatives are now available in the
form of lithium-ion and nickel-zinc batteries".

"California DTSC has the opportunity to make the monumental lead poisoning clean-up in Vernon the last of its kind and
to make the lives of all Californians safer through designation of lead-acid batteries as a priority product,"” said the
company.

However, the Battery Council International — a lead battery trade group — countered that these are "new and unproven
battery technologies with known significant environmental and public safety risks, and unknown long-term impacts”.

Exide Technologies

The inclusion of lead-acid batteries in the work plan follows a highly publicised toxic cleanup at Exide Technologies. The
facility’s activities — which included recycling scrap from spent lead-acid batteries — resulted in widespread lead
contamination impacting as many as 10,000 properties.

In 2016, California Governor Jerry Brown cited Exide when he directed the DTSC to evaluate lead-acid batteries.

The work plan says the department has begun research on exposures and hazards associated with lead-acid batteries,
and will continue that work. It held a public workshop on 6 November last year to begin this process.

Kelly Franklin

Editor, North America
Related Articles

e Californin unveils 2018-2020 priority product work plan

e industry seeks clarity in California 5CP programme

Further Information:

o Draftplan
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e Comment portal

EU committee: knowledge of oil, gas health risks 'very poor’
Call for open access database

29 March 2018 / Accidents, emergency response & poison centres, Data, Europe, Halocarbons, Mining & minerals, Risk
assessment

SRRNSTE S

The quality of scientific assessment of possible public health risks posed by the EU's onshore oil and gas exploration and
extraction activities is "very poor", according to the European Commission's Scientific Committee on Health,
Environmental and Emerging Risks (Scheer).

The committee estimates that over 1,300 different chemicals may be emitted to the environment from onshore oil and
gas activities. These include biocides, scale and corrosion inhibitors, oxygen scavengers, surfactants and various
hydrocarbons.

The Commission asked Scheer to assess the public health risks and to identify the main knowledge gaps. The committee
found that most studies are from the US, with evidence pointing towards possible health effects. it expressed its
“surprise at the very poor scientific assessment of the possible effects of these activities in the EU".

Although the probability of chemicals being released to the environment is relatively low under normal operation, there
is a high risk of accidental spillages. The physico-chemical properties and environmental behaviour of the chemicals
involved in oil and gas exploration differ widely. Some are transported in the air while others pollute water systems.

Included in the 1,300 chemicals are reproductive and developmental toxicants and carcinogens. The committee suggests
that "the risk of some cancers and of adverse birth outcomes may be increased in populations living around onshore oil
and gas exploration and exploitation sites”. Yet the evidence is "weak to moderate”.

Scheer found "insufficient" quantitative information on exposure pathways and levels. It also identified a need for more
data from environmental monitoring and human biomaonitoring. "With the existing information on exposure and hazard,
it is currently not possible to perform a thorough risk characterisation of human health risk associated with oil and gas
exploration and exploitation," it concluded.

The committee says it would like to see an open access, EU database of all chemicals involved in oil and gas activities. To
characterise the hazardous properties of individual chemicals, it recommends using a weight-of-evidence approach with
in vivo and in vitro data, as well as Qsar and read-across.

Human health risk will result from exposure to a mixture of chemicals, says the committee. The exact mixture
composition and exposure concentration will vary over time and from site to site.
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Further Information:

e Scheer report

Walmart aligns disclosure policy with Californian law
Retailer finds state's Cleaning Product Right to Know Act enough for suppliers to comply

29 March 2018 / Cleaning products, Confidentiality & right-to-know, Labelling, North America, Personal care, Retail,

United States, Voluntary action

An update to US retailer Walmart’s ingredient disclosure policy means that product suppliers can now comply with it, by
adhering to California’s list of chemicals of concern.

of priority chemicals by 2015 and on labels by 2018. Walmart's priority chemicals are compiled from 22 regulatory lists.

However, they can now use California’s list of chemicals, which will be required under the state’s Cleaning Product Right

lessen the burden for suppliers, which would otherwise have to comply with two lists when California’s requirements
are implemented.

California’s labelling requirements enter into force in 2021, while Walmart’s have been in force since January.

Walmart’s director of sustainability communications, Micah Ragland, told Chemical Watch: "In seeking closer alignment
with California’s [Act], our aim is to help enhance efficiencies for our suppliers and increase transparency and ingredient
disclosures for our customers."

Work with HCPA

According to a three page statement, recently released by Jim Jones, at trade body the Household and Commercial
Products Association (HCPA), his organisation worked with Walmart to "better align the company’s ingredient
transparency requirements with California’s new law".

Commenting on suppliers having to adhere to both lists from 2021, Mr Jones, who was the former assistant
administrator for chemical safety at the EPA, said that the "differences would make it challenging to comply".

In essence, he added, Walmart will expect suppliers to meet a more ambitious schedule than California, but "the
substances of compliance will be the same”.
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The main difference between California’s and Walmart’s lists is that the retailer includes Binnesoia’s chemicals of

concern that fall under the state’s Toxic Free Kids Act. California’s list contains around 3,200 substances, while
Walmart’s exceeds 4,000.

“This may appear to be a small win, but if you are a company that sells in California {(almost all our members) and
Walmart (almost all our members), even small differences in requirements can lead to extraordinary costs and time-
consuming compliance," he said.

Mr Jones told Chemical Watch that the HCPA is reaching out to a large number of retailers, which are putting in place or
have chemicals safety policies, including Target.

"The aim is to create greater dialogue so that they understand what suppliers can and can't do and how long it takes for
them to do certain things, like the length of time it is possible to make a label change for example."

Products covered

Walmart’s disclosure requirement covers "chemical-based" consumables products, sold through Walmart US and Sam’s
Club US stores. Departments and product categories covered are:

Walmart departments: Sam's Club categories:
Health and beauty aids Health and beauty aids
Household paper Tabletop and bags

Pets and supplies Pet supplies

Household chemicals Laundry and home care
Cosmetics and skincare Baby care

Infant consumable hardlines Paper goods

Janitor supplies

Leigh Stringer

Global Business Editor
Related Articles

e Walmart tarpets ten substances of concern In consumer products

e Ualifornia cleaning disclosure bill unites NGOs and industry

e Minnesota undates chemicals of high concern list
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Further Information:

e Walmart's sunplisr suidance

o §

e Ualifornia’s &ct

e irvones statement

Taiwan’s draft Pecs list and registration changes expected April
TCSCA revisions also moving forward

29 March 2018 / New substances, Priority substances, Substance registration, Taiwan, TCSCA

Taiwan's Toxic and Chemical Substances Bureau says the publication of the long-awaited draft revisions to its
registration process for new and existing chemical substances, together with a draft list of more than 100 priority
existing chemicals (Pecs) is likely in April.

In an interview with Chemical Watch, Hsieh Yen-ju, director-general of the EPA's Toxic and Chemical Substances Bureau,
said his agency recently submitted both documents to the office of EPA Minister Lee Ying-yuan.

Speaking on 26 March Mr Hsieh acknowledged that "industry concerns” had delayed the draft documents past their
expected date of end of February. But the advance notice of 60 days of public comment on the changes should happen
sometime in April, he said.

Draft revision of TCSCA under review

renamed the Toxic and Chemical Substances of Concern Control Act, is now being reviewed by the Social Welfare,
Health and Environmental Protection Affairs Committee of the Legislative Yuan, Taiwan's parliament.

The Executive Yuan, Taiwan's Cabinet, had listed the draft package of changes as a "priority bill" for passage in the
current legislative session, which will end in late June, Mr Hsieh said.

Dennis Engbarth in Taipei City
More available on OW+aAsiaMHub,
Related Articles

e Tolwan deloys release of initial Pecs list

e Toxic chemical substances control act (D017 draft revision
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e Talwan's draft Pecs st and registration changes expected April

Swedish nano-platform launches new website
29 March 2018 / Nanomaterials, Sweden

The Swedish National Platform for Nanosafety — SweNanoSafe — has published a website aimed at improving
communication and the exchange of knowledge on the safety of nanomaterials.

It is targeted at regulators, scientists, industry, NGOs, and others interested in the safety of nanomaterials.

In Swedish with some information in English, the SweNanoSafe website offers basic information and research on how
nanomaterials are regulated in various areas, such as chemicals, cosmetics and the work environment.

Safety aspects of the substances concern their whole life cycle — synthesis, development, production, use and
management of waste.

The site includes:
¢ aknowledge bank;
e Q&As;
¢ acalendar; and
e links to other sources of information mainly in Sweden and Europe.

It is part of the Swedish Toxicology Sciences Research Centre {Swetox) commission from the Swedish government to
create a national platform for nanosafety.

Sweden has been proactive in setting controls on nanomaterials. A rule raguiring companies in the country to notify
data on nanomaterials in chemical products to the national chemicals agency's product register entered into forceon 1
January this year. Companies have until 28 February 2019 to comply.

On a European level, in June last year Echa launched its EU observatory for nanomaterials {Euon), a public website
aimed at increasing transparency of information on nanomaterials on the EU market.

It came after the Commission opted not to create an EU nano register, given delays in the introduction of new REACH
information reguirements for nanomaterials.

The impact of the website "will be minimal”, the Dutch National Institute for Public Health and the Environment (RIVM)
said in December.

Related Articles

e MNano dota will be added to Swedish product repister next vear

e Revise nano definition hefore amending REACH annexes, indusiry says

e Impact of EU nano observatory limited, RIVMY says

Further Information:
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e SwelNanoSate website

e Pressrelease

Global ban on animal testing hard to achieve, industry says
China could be biggest hurdle

29 March 2018 / Europe, Personal care, Test methods

The EU's call to establish a global ban on animal testing for cosmetics will prove challenging, say cosmetics industry
groups.

Particular barriers, they say, include the lack of acceptance of alternative test methods internationally and getting
countries that do not implement bans to reconsider their current approaches.

Last month, the European Parliament’s Environment Committee {Envi) voted to advocate for a worldwide ban on animal
testing for cosmetics by 2023.

It proposed drafting an international convention against the testing of animals for cosmetics within the UN framework,
and called for it to be included on the agenda of the next UN General Assembly meeting.

But a Cosmetics Europe spokesperson told Chemical Watch, that despite efforts from the cosmetics industry, alternative
replacement test methods have not yet been developed or accepted for all toxicological endpoints.

The EU testing and marketing ban, that entered into force in March 2013, covers all endpoints, irrespective of whether a
full set of alternatives methods is available to replace corresponding animal studies.

The trade body said this has "severely limited" industry’s ability to introduce new ingredients, use existing ones for new
uses and respond to new questions regarding their safety.

The spokesperson added that amendments to Envi's proposal, calling for resources to be allocated for fast development,
validation and introduction of alternative testing methods to replace key toxicological endpoints were "extremely
important”.

It was equally important that these alternative methods "received international regulatory acceptance for use in safety
assessment of cosmetic ingredients and products”, they added.

Developing alternatives

The US does not have a formal requirement for animal testing of cosmetic products, but the Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) does require companies to test across a range of toxicological endpoints in order to prove safety.
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According to the FDA's website, animal testing by manufacturers, seeking to market new products, may be used to
establish product safety. "in some cases, after considering available alternatives, companies may determine that animal
testing is necessary to assure the safety of a product or ingredient," it says.

Francine Lamoriello, executive vice president of global strategies for the Personal Care Products Council (PCPC), told
Chemical Watch, the cosmetics industry has invested "hundreds of millions of dollars over the past several decades to
develop scientifically valid alternative safety testing methods".

She added that the PCPC encouraged FDA approval of alternatives to animal testing "as part of its principles for federal
cosmetics regulatory modernisation" and was committed to "the development of additional alternative testing
methodologies".

China challenge

The push for a global ban is being proposed because around 80% of the world’s countries still allow animal testing and
the marketing of cosmetics tested on animals. China is one country with a major cosmetics market that does not
implement a ban, instead requiring products to be animal tested before being allowed on the market.

Janet Winter, CEO of the US consultancy, International Cosmetics and Regulatory Specialists, told Chemical Watch that
China's mandatory animal testing requirement for imported cosmetics, was likely to be the "biggest challenge" for a
global ban.

She said that industry was working with the Chinese government to eliminate their animal testing requirements and
hoped that as China is a member of the World Trade Organization (WTQ), a resolution put before the UN would create
"additional pressure" to rescind them.

"This is another step forward, serving to increase visibility on the issue. Industry will continue to pursue the abolition of
animal testing at every opportunity, and the UN message will serve as a part of that," she said.

US-based NGQ, the Institute for In Vitro Sciences (lIVS), is working with China's National Institute for Food and Drug
Control (NIFDC) to improve use of non-animal tests in China.

Erin Hill of 1IVS told Chemical Watch, there are "many efforts" needed in order for the Chinese government to come in
line with international standards - such as acceptance of data from the OECD test guideline methods.

She said: "It may be a big leap for them to pass a ban on animal testing."

A March plenary session, at which the resolution on the ban was due to be voted on, was delayed. A European
Parliament spokesperson said it will now take place in either April or May.

Tammy Lovell

Business reporter
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Related Articles

e NEPs back push for global ban on cosmetics animal testin

e FLlimplements ban on sale of cosmetics tested on animals

Further Information:

e Resglution

NGO urges EU phase-out of hazardous chemical groups
Report highlights BPA substitution with ‘potentially harmful’ BPS

29 March 2018 / Alternatives assessment & substitution, Bisphenols, Europe, Food & drink, REACH

UK-based NGO CHEM Trust has called on EU regulators to "phase out" the use of groups of similar chemicals to prevent
substitution of one hazardous substance with a related one that has similar properties.

In separate letters addressed to Echa, the European Food Safety Authority (Efsa), and the European Commission's Health
Commissioner, the NGO says "the only exception to this should be if industry has good data showing the chemical they
wish to use does not have the same properties as those of the chemical being restricted".

The letters coincide with the publication of a report which highlights the common industry practice of substituting
bisphenol A (BPA) with bisphenol S (BPS), both of which, Echa’s risk assessment committee has said, may have similar
toxicological grofiles.

BPA is already on the REACH candidate list of SVHCs on three counts. Not only is it toxic to reproduction, but it also has
endocrine-disrupting properties which cause probable serious effects to human health and the environment.

It is used in thermal paper till receipts — although that is facing a restriction from 2020 — as well as polycarbonate water
bottles and food can linings.

Echa has started investizating BPS by asking industry for more safety data rather than regulating its use, CHEM Trust
says.

Additionally, "as far as CHEM Trust is aware Efsa — responsible for assessing chemicals in food packaging — has not
reexamined the toxicity of BPS or other bisphenols” the NGO says.

Report findings
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According to the report — From BPA to BPZ: a toxic soup? How companies switch from a known hazardous chemical to
one with similar properties, and how regulators could stop them — most companies selling BPS are "claiming that it has
no hazards".

The report shows that people and the environment are "not being properly protected from hazardous chemicals as
businesses are moving from one problem chemical in a group to another," Michael Warhurst, CHEM Trust executive
director said.

"We need EU regulators to phase out groups of chemicals of concern, rather than slowly restricting one chemical at a
time. We cannot continue to gamble with people's health like this."

The report is published a year after CHEM Trust's No Brainer study, which reviewed the evidence that a number of
chemicals, including BPA and BPS, might harm brain development in children.

Recommendations
The report lists five recommendations:

e regulators should regulate groups of related chemicals, rather than take a substance by substance approach:
this needs to be used in REACH and regulations such as laws on chemicals in food contact materials. Echa should
also investigate the effectiveness of industry’s self-classification of chemicals, and whether this is being done in
accordance with the legal requirements;

e manufacturers must improve their own assessment of the safety of chemicals: it is "not acceptable", CHEM Trust
says, to claim that a chemical like BPS has no hazards, when a very similar chemical is known to have substantial
hazards, including endocrine disruption;

e downstream users of chemicals should not replace one "problem chemical” with another similar chemical from
the same group;

e workers should ask whether they are being exposed to BPA or other bisphenols, and ask employers to move to
safer non-bisphenol alternatives; and

e consumers should ask retailers whether products such as plastic bottles, till receipts and food cans are
bisphenol-free, and should ensure that children do not play with till receipts.

Related Articles

e Commission calls on Echa to monitor BPS in therma! paper

e Echa's MSC agrees BPA 5 an endocrine disruptor in the snvironment

e MSC discusses bisphenol S and rosmetic fungicide climbazple

e L) testing for developmental neurotoxicity inadeoguate, says CHEM Trust

Further Information:

e CHEM Trust report

e UHEMN Trust press release

e leftter to Foha
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e lother to Efsa

e letter 1o FU Health Commissioner

e REACH randidate list

Companies likely to miss REACH 2018 ‘fast-track check’ deadline
High number of ‘exceptional case’ inquiries for late test results

29 March 2018 / Data, Europe, REACH, Substance registration

An expected surge in the number of companies submitting REACH 2018 dossiers by the end of March —so as to secure a
completeness check outcome on their dossiers in 21 days — does not seem likely, Echa says.

The agency had previously warned the outcome of such checks on dossiers submitted after 31 March may not arrive

until August.

With two months to go until the registration deadline, Echa has received 18,037 dossiers covering 7,452 substances —
4,975 of which have not been registered before.

QOverall, the agency said in comments to Chemical Watch, this is 10% behind the current 2018 deadline dossier
estimations for this point in time. However, it added, the expectation has always been of a large peak in submissions
during the last weeks before the deadline "so it is difficult to draw conclusions at this point".

For the 2018 deadline, 3,236 companies have filed dossiers — 544 companies are new registrants.
‘Exceptional’ cases

Submission inquiry and data-sharing dispute activity remains "very high", Echa said, "which is a sign that submissions are
in general late".

Additionally, requests for letters of access "remain quite high" as do the number of expressions of interest received for
the Directors Contact Group {DCG) solutions. This is particularly the case on the izts avaiiability of test results — "which
also reflects that industry is late with the preparations and therefore submissions will arrive in the last weeks before the
deadline"”, Echa said.

Those prospective registrants expecting late test results on their substances must secure lab testing contracts dated
before 31 March in order to be considered as an "exceptional case", and to potentially be permitted to submit their
dossiers after the 31 May deadline — if Echa consents.
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The agency has now received around 160 expressions of interest for DCG solutions — almost all for the issue on late
availability of test results. "Given the large interest we have updated the DCG webpages to make more transparent the
kind of documentation that companies need to provide to apply for the DCG cases,” Echa said. "It does look like this will
continue to increase in the coming weeks."

Extra support

The agency has decided to open REACH-IT 24 hours a day, seven days a week, including bank holidays and weekends, so
industry can continue to submit. Full Echa support is available during business hours, it said, adding it "constantly"
monitors the situation.

It will run a REACH 2018 Q&A session on 19 April with a panel of experts responding to queries.
Echa says it is "ready to support" companies with all the "different difficulties" they may encounter including:
e late test results;
e issues with lead registrants and substance information exchange fora (Siefs);
e suppliers not registering; and
e data-sharing disputes.

"It is now important that companies start to submit their dossiers as soon as they are ready," the agency said. "It is also
important that companies do not rush to correct their dossiers if they fail the first completeness check, but continue to
focus on submitting the remainder of their dossiers.

"They get ample time to address the failure. What is important is to submit before the deadline. The dossier can validly
be completed after the deadline, within the time given by Echa to address the failures.”

Luke Buxton

Europe desk editor

Related Articles
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e Echp offers faster REACH dossier processing before Aprid

e New REACH registration test resull deadline sparks industry concerns

Further Information:

e Registration statistics infographic

e Frha BEACH 2018 nage

e RHegistration O&A session

NGO scientists may reject appointment to US EPA chemical advisory panel

'Secret science' policy gives new SACC appointees pause

29 March 2018 / TSCA, United States

A recent announcement that the US EPA will be expanding the membership of its Science Advisory Committee on
Chemicals {SACC) has been met with concern from members of the NGO community selected to serve on it.

The SACC — which is tasked with providing expert advice on scientific matters under TSCA — was formsd in the waning
days of the Obama administration. Last August, the agency signalled plans to expand it.

On 23 March, the agency announced 11 new members. These include three representing NGOs, four from industry, and
four from academia or governmental organisations.

But at least one of newly chosen NGO representatives has refused to participate. And Chemical Watch has learned that
all three may back out over concerns that the panel may be forced to work with limited scientific data.

Michael Wilson, national director for occupational and environmental health at the BlueGreenAlliance, "notified EPA
that he was unable to accept the appointment”, a spokesman for the organisation told Chemical Watch.

Ruthann Rudel, director of research at the Silent Spring Institute, is debating whether to take the position she was
offered.

"I haven't decided what I'm going to do yet about my appointment,” she told Chemical Watch. "I'm collecting some
advice and information."”

And Jennifer McPartland, senior scientist at the Environmental Defense Fund, said she had not responded to an
invitation to join the panel and was surprised to see her name on the list of new appointees.
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“"News of [EPA Administrator Scott] Pruitt’s proposal to limit the science the agency can consider has given me pause,"
she said in an email. She is still debating whether to accept her appointment.

Dr McPartland’s concern around the EPA’s so-called "secret science" policy is shared among many in the NGO
community.

The new transparency initiative, signalled by Mr Pruitt in an interview with a conservative news publication last week,

could bar the agency from using studies that are not publicly available to underpin regulatory decisions.

NGOs said this could result in suppressing crucial data needed to take action on hazardous chemicals under TSCA.

Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals

Formation of the SACC was required by the Lautenberg Act, to provide "independent advice and expert consultation” on
the scientific and technical aspects of implementing the new TSCA. Its first 18 members were named in January last year.

The American Chemistry Council criticised the picks, of which less than a quarter were industry representatives.

Following leadership changes to the agency under President Trump, and "after further consideration of the objectives
and scope of SACC activities", the EPA said it would expand the committee.

The additional members "will increase the balance of scientific perspectives and add experts with experience in labour,
public interest, animal protection, and chemical manufacturing and processing to the committee,” the EPA said in its
announcement.

Four of the 11 new members represent industry directly, including two of the four candidates backed by the ACC. And

appointee Michael Holsapple joined the Michigan State University faculty after a long career with Dow Chemical.
The eleven new appointees are:
e Charles Barton, global manager of toxicology and risk assessment at the Valspar Corporation;

e Steven Bennett, vice president for scientific affairs at the Household and Commercial Products Association
(HCPA);

e Sheri Blystone, director of regulatory affairs and product safety at SNF Holding Company;
e Susan Dempsey, risk assessor and toxicologist for the Nebraska Department of Health and Human Services;
e Thomas Hartung, a toxicology professor at Johns Hopkins University;

¢ Michael Holsapple, professor in the Department of Food Science and Human Nutrition at Michigan State
University;

e Mark Johnson, director of toxicology at the US Army Public Health Center;

e Sidney Marlborough, senior environmental toxicologist at Noble Energy;

e Jennifer McPartland, senior scientist at the Environmental Defense Fund (EDF);
e Ruthann Rudel, director of research at the Silent Spring Institute; and

¢ Michael Wilson, national director for occupational and environmental health at the BlueGreenAlliance.
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Julie A Miller

North American Desk Editor

Related Articles

e US FPA establishes Sclence Advisory Committee on Chemicals

LIS EPA seeks 1o evpand Science Advisory Commitiee on Chemicals

US EPA to unvell secret solence’ detalls in coming weeks

e T5CA could be undercut by 'secret sclence’ requirements

ALC hacks four industry sclentists for EPA chemical advisory council
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OTHER ARTICLES

Gov, Insles signs bill banning firefishting foam with toxddc chemicals

NBC Right Now

Jay Inslee has signed into law a bill that makes Washington state the first to restrict the sale of firefighting foam
containing certain chemicals of concern. The legislation bans the sale, manufacture or distribution of firefighting foam
where chemicals known as PFAS are intentionally added, starting in July ...
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